
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C, 

Publ ic  Hearing -- December 16, 1964 

Appeal No. 8027 I n t e r n a t i o n a l  I n s t i t u t e  of I n t e r i o r  Design, appel lan t .  

Zoning Administrator ,  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee .  

On motion duly made, seconded and c a r r i e d  wi th  Mr. Harps and Mr. Davis 
d i ssent ing ,  t h e  following order  was en tered  on February 9, 1965: 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  of I n t e r n a t i o n a l  I n s t i t u t e  of I n t e r i o r  Design t o  
e s t a b l i s h  p r i v a t e  school  of i n t e r i o r  design a t  2225 R S t r e e t ,  N.W., l o t s  810, 
and 812, square 2516, be denied. 

From t h e  record  and evidence adduced a t  t h e  hearing, t h e  Board f i n d s  t h e  
fol lowing f a c t s  : 

(1) This  is  t h e  i d e n t i c a l  use  considered i n  Appeal #7675 heard May 15, 
1964 and denied on June 2, 1964 and t h e  record  of s a i d  hear ing  i s  incorporated 
h e r e i n  by re ference .  

(2) Appel lan t ' s  l o t s  have a f ron tage  of 75 f e e t  on R S t r e e t  and a depth 
of 97.5 f e e t .  The l o t s  con ta in  an  a r e a  of 7,313 square f e e t .  

(3) This proper ty  is  improved wi th  a fou r  s t o r y  and basement bui lding.  
The f i r s t  f l o o r  has an  o f f i c e ,  art  ga l l e ry ,  s tudent  lounge and storeroom; 
t h e  second f l o o r  a s  l e c t u r e  and s t u d i o  c l a s s  rooms and supply room; t h e  
t h i r d  f l o o r  has  res idence  of t h e  p re s iden t  and t h e  basement has many small  
s t o r a g e  rooms. 

(4) Attendance a t  t h i s  school  i s  a l l  a d u l t  t h e r e  being between 100 t o  
150 s tuden t s  wi th  nct over 45 at any one time. Hours of c l a s s e s  w i l l  be 
from 9:00 a. ma t o  3:00 p a  m. and from 6:30 p, m a  t o  9:30 p. m. 

(5) This proper ty  is  zoned R-3 and i s  l oca t ed  i n  t h e  h e a r t  of a surrounding 
R-3 D i s t r i c t ,  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  u se  permi t ted  t h e r e i n  being s ingle-family row 
dwellings.  

(6) The proper ty  con ta ins  a s i d e  yard which w i l l  be designed t o  provide 
parking spaces f o r  s i x  ca r s .  

(7) The purpose of t h e  school  i s  t o  t r a i n  Designers and Decorators i n  a 
course  t h a t  adequately f i t s  them f o r  a f a s t  growing p ro fe s s ion  r equ i r ing  more 
and more t e c h n i c a l  as we l l  a s  c u l t u r a l  education. The p ro fe s s ion  of I n t e r i o r  
Design i s s i m i l a r  t o  and a l l i e d  t o  Archi tec ture .  The a r c h i t e c t  designs and 
b u i l d s  t h e  e x t e r i o r  of t h e  bui lding;  t h e  i n t e r i o r  des igner  designs and bu i ld s  
t h e  i n t e r i o r .  

(8) At t h e  December 16, 1964 hearing, t h e  appe l l an t  submit ted testimony 
and e x h i b i t s  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  land  use  i n  t h e  neighborhood. 
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(9) The sub jec t  school  has  been e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  v i o l a t i o n  of t h e  Order of 
June 2, 1964. 

(10) There was no ob jec t ion  t o  t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal  r e g i s t e r d  a t  
t h e  hearing.  

OP IN ION : 

We a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h e  l o c a t i o n  of t h i s  school  i n  t h i s  
r e s i d e n t i a l  d i s t r i c t  w i l l ,  by reason of t h e  number of s tuden t s  i n  a t tendance  
wi th  day and n i g h t  c l a s s e s ,  tend t o  have an  adverse impact on t h e  surrounding 
r e s i d e n t i a l  d i s t r i c t .  We a r e  f u r t h e r  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h e  conversion of 
t h e  s i d e  yard o r  t h e  f r o n t  yard i n t o  a parking compound would tend t o  become 
ob jec t ionab le  and have adverse impact upon t h e  va lue  and s t a b i l i t y  of o t h e r  
p rope r ty  on t h e  s t r e e t .  

I n  view of t h e  f a c t s ,  we a r e  of t h e  opin ion  t h a t  a use  of t h i s  magnitude 
i n  t h i s  r e s i d e n t i a l  a r e a  w i l l  not  be i n  harmony wi th  t h e  gene ra l  purpose and 
i n t e n t  of t h e  Zoning Regulat ions and ~ a p  and w i l l  t end  t o  adverse ly  a f f e c t  
t h e  use  of neighboring proper ty  i n  accordance wi th  s a i d  Zoning Regulations 
and ~ a p .  

The a d d i t i o n a l  f a c t s  presented  a t  t h e  December 16, 1964 hear ing  a r e  
deemed t o  be i n s u f f i c i e n t  t o  support  r e v e r s a l  of t h e  ~ o a r d ' s  previous Order, 
and i n  f a c t ,  a p p e l l a n t ' s  e x h i b i t  #5 i s  decept ive  and g r a p h i c a l l y  misleading 
i n  p r e s e n t a t i o n  by t h e  use  of t h e  same c o l o r s  t o  dep ic t  both conforming 
and nonconforming uses.  


